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the chapters composed in the Gothic dialect (Haug, p. 171). And what is more important still, the Angro Mainyu or Ahriman of the later Avestic writings has in the G&thas not yet been invested with the character of the Evil Spirit, the Devil, the constant opponent of AJruramazdal (Hang, 1. c. pp. 303-4). I call this important, because in the cuneiform inscriptions also this character does not, and we may probably be justified in saying, does not yet occur. The early Greek writers also,-such as Herodotos, Theopompos, and Her-mippos, though acquainted with the Magian doctrine of a dualism in nature and even in the godhead, do not seem to have known the name of Ahriman. Plato knew the name of Ahuramazda, for he calls Zoroaster the son of Oromasos, which must be meant for Ahuramazda, but he too never mentions the name of Angro Mainyu or Areimanios. Aristotle may have known the name of Areimanios as well as that of Oromasdes, though we have only the authority of Diogenes Laer-tius (Prooem. c. 8) for it. Later writers, both Greek and Eonian, are well acquainted with both names.
I mention all this chiefly in order to show that there are signs of historical growth and historical decay in the various portions of what we call Avestic literature. If with Dr- Haug we place the earliest G&tha literature in about 1000 to 1200 B.C., which of course is a purely hypothetical date, we can say at all events that the . Gathas are in thought, if not in language also, older than the inscriptions of Darius; that they belonged to Media, and existed there probably before the time of Cyrus and his conquest of the Persian empire.
When we come to the time of Alexander, we see
1 Angra occurs in the Gathas in the sense of evil.